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Optical pump-probe setups are commonly used for excitation and investigation of the spin dynam-
ics in various types of magnetic materials. However, usually the spatially homogeneous excitation is
considered. In the present study we describe an approach for optical excitation of the nonuniform
THz spin dynamics and for probing its spatial distribution inside a magnetic crystal. We propose to
illuminate a crystal with laser pulses of properly adjusted polarization to benefit from a strong opti-
cal birefringence inherent to the crystal. It results in an unusual behavior of the effective magnetic
field generated by the pulses due to the inverse Faraday effect and the peculiar sign-changing depen-
dence of the direct Faraday effect inside the crystal. The study is performed exemplary for yttrium
orthoferrite crystal although the proposed approach is applicable for various magnetic materials
with optical anisotropy.

Studies of spin system dynamics concern different
rapidly growing fields of technology such as modern
telecommunication technologies [1, 2], quantum com-
puting [3, 4], new approaches for magnetic data record-
ing and reading [5–7], light modulation at GHz frequen-
cies [8–11], biosensing [12], and magnetometry [13]. An-
tiferromagnetic materials, such as YFeO3, DyFeO3 are
among promising candidates for practical use in high-
speed devices since they possess great magneto-optical
response [14–16] and allow for the excitation of quasi-
antiferromagnetic modes at nearly THz frequencies [17–
28]. Although these modes can be excited by the THz
electromagnetic pulses [23–25], optical excitation via the
femtosecond laser pulse is also very promising since it
provides local (at micron and even submicron scales) and
tunable impact via various optomagnetic effects, includ-
ing the inverse Faraday effect (IFE) [26–33].

IFE is related to a Raman-like coherent optical scat-
tering process and does not require absorption of light
thus providing two main advantages: the optical impact
is instantaneous and non-thermal [26]. In an isotropic
magnetic medium the induced via IFE effective magnetic
field is maximum for the circularly polarized incident ra-
diation and absent for the linearly polarized one. The
IFE induced magnetic field is parallel to the wavevector
of light. However, in the optically anisotropic materials
the situation is getting more complicated. Due to the
conversion of light polarization from initial circular to el-
liptical and then linear one while propagating through
the media the distribution of the IFE field becomes spa-
tially nonuniform. Moreover, generally the orientation
of this field may not be parallel to the light wavevec-
tor [34]. Usually this phenomena is reported to com-
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plicate the analysis of the spin dynamics [17] and sev-
eral studies were carried out to find out how to interpret
the observed probe signal with respect to the pump [17],
probe [35] or both of the pulse polarizations [31].

Here we show that, in contrast to the well-known sit-
uation in the isotropic materials, optical anisotropy pro-
vides a unique tool to excite spatially nonuniform spin
dynamics that can not be excited by light in isotropic
materials due to the homogeneity of the IFE field in-
side the pumping area. Moreover, in the isotropic ma-
terials the spin modes having some spatial distribution
along the sample thickness can not be probed efficiently
since the total Faraday rotation of the probe polariza-
tion becomes zero if there is an equal amount of spins
precessing in opposite phases. Here we show that optical
anisotropy makes it possible to probe the temporal dy-
namics of the nonuniform spin oscillations. Moreover, it
provides a novel approach to perform a magneto-optical
probe of the spin mode profile spatial distribution inside
a magnetic crystal.

IFE can be described in terms of the effective magnetic
field HIFE induced by light:

HIFE = − ig

16πM0
[E×E∗], (1)

where g is the magneto-optical gyration, M0 is the sat-
uration magnetization, E is the electric field of incident
light and E∗ is its complex conjugate. Therefore, if the
polarization of the electromagnetic field varies inside the
magnetic material, H0

IFE becomes also inhomogeneous.
Let us consider a biaxial crystal in which the incident
light propagates along one of the optical crystal axes.
For the definiteness, we will consider yttrium orthofer-
rite (YFeO3) material with c axis perpendicular to the
sample plane (Fig. 1). In such configuration the diag-
onal elements of the permittivity tensor are as follows:
εxx = 2.365, εyy = 2.4, εzz = 2.337, εxy = −ig, and
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εyx = ig (other elements equal zero). YFeO3 belongs to
the group of rare-earth orthoferrites with orthorhombic
crystal structure. Below the Neel temperature YFeO3

behaves like a weak ferromagnet with two Fe3+ sublat-
tices coupled antiferromagnetically by an exchange inter-
action and aligned along the a crystal axis. The presence
of the Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction leads to a slight
canting of the neighboring Fe3+ spins by an angle of 0.5
degrees in a way to give a material small macroscopic
magnetization along the c crystal axis.

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the configuration under
study and the dynamics of antiferromagnetism and magneti-
zation vectors in the quasi-antiferromagnetic mode (inset).

The polarization conversion in the material is de-
scribed using the Jones matrices [14, 36]. It allows one
to calculate the distribution of electric field along the co-
ordinate of light propagation knowing the initial polar-
ization state Ez = ĴEz=0. For the configuration under
study Ĵ has the following form:

Ĵ =

(
cos φ2 − i cos τ sin φ

2 − sin τ sin φ
2

sin τ sin φ
2 cos φ2 + i cos τ sin φ

2

)
, (2)

where cos τ = (1 − η2)(1 + η2)−1, φ =
k0z(n+ − n−), k0 is wavevector of light in vac-

uum, η = 2g
(

∆ε−
√

∆ε2 + 4g2
)−1

, n2± =

1
2

(
εxx + εyy ±

√
∆ε2 + 4g2

)
, ∆ε = εxx − εyy, z is

the propagation coordinate of the light. Let us take
the initial polarization of the incident light in a form of
(Ex, Ey)z=0 = (cosα, sin (α)eiψ) where α describes the
angle between the polarization of the incident light and
a crystal axis and ψ is the ellipticity angle that sets the
retardation between two orthogonal polarizations. For
example, α = 45◦ and ψ = 0 correspond to the linear
initial polarization at an angle of 45◦ to the a crystal
axis, α = 45◦ and ψ = ±90◦ sets the circularly polarized
incident light.

Since the investigated medium simultaneously pos-
sesses optically anisotropic and gyrotropic properties the
resulting distribution of the optical electric field as well
as the IFE field depend strongly on the incident light po-

larization and wavelength (Fig. 2). Using Eq. (1),(2) one
can obtain:

HIFE = H0
IFE sin (2αpm) sin (kpm∆nz + ψpm), (3)

where ∆n =
√
εxx −

√
εyy in the approximation |g| �

|εxx− εyy| valid for the anisotropic antiferromagnets in a
wide spectral range [36], H0

IFE = −g|E|2/(16πM0) is the
IFE magnitude for circularly polarized light, kpm, ψpm

and αpm are the pump wavevector in vacuum, its elliptic-
ity and polarization angles, correspondingly. Therefore,
in this case light induce HIFE which oscillates along the
crystal plate thickness in accordance to a harmonic law.
Initial phase of the spatial distribution equals to the ellip-
ticity angle of the incident light ψpm. Consequently, by
varying the ellipticity of the incident light one can mod-
ify the initial phase of the induced magnetic field spatial
oscillations along the crystal thickness (Fig. 2a,c-f). The
second possibility is to tune the spatial frequency of such
oscillations by changing the wavelength of the incident
light (Fig. 2b). At the same time, amplitude of HIFE

is determined by the polarization angle of the incident
light.

It is interesting that even for the case in which the
incident light is polarized linearly along one of the crystal
axis (αpm = ψpm = 0), it is still possible to observe small
IFE oscillations (Fig. 2g) due to the mutual action of the
Faraday rotation and optical birefringence. However, this
effect is rather weak and will not be taken into account
further.

FIG. 2. IFE-induced effective magnetic field distribution in-
side the c-cut yttrium orthoferrite (normalized at H0

IFE) vs.
(a) the ellipticity and (b) the wavelength of the incident light.
(c)-(g) figures show effective magnetic field distributions gen-
erated by the illumination of (c) right circularly polarized
(α = 45◦, ψ = 90◦); (d) left circularly polarized (α = 45◦,
ψ = −90◦); (e) linearly polarized at an angle of α = 45◦ to
the a crystal axis (ψ = 0); (f) linearly polarized at an angle of
α = −45◦ to the a crystal axis (ψ = 0); (g) linearly polarized
along the a crystal axis incident light (α = 0, ψ = 0).

Let us now analyze how the inhomogeneous pattern
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of HIFE launches the spin dynamics in the antiferromag-
netic crystal. Spin dynamics in an antiferromagnet can
be described in terms of a unitary antiferromagnetism
vector L = (M1 −M2)/(2M0), where M1 and M2 are
the magnetic moments of sublattices, and M0 is the satu-
ration magnetization of each sublattice. In the spherical
coordinate system with a polar axis aligned along the c
crystal axis and an azimuthal axis along the a crystal
axis L has the following components:

L = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ). (4)

Dynamics of L can be described in the terms of the
Lagrangian L and Rayleigh dissipation functions R [21,
37–39]:

L =
χ⊥
2γ2

(
θ̇2 + (ϕ̇−Hdr)

2 sin2 θ
)
− U(θ, ϕ), (5)

R =
ζM0

2γ
(θ̇2 + ϕ̇2 sin2 θ), (6)

where χ⊥ is the transverse susceptibility of the mate-
rial, γ = 1.73 · 107 is the gyromagnetic ratio, ζ is the
dimensionless Gilbert damping constant, and Hdr is the
external driving force that appears due to the IFE and
for the Gaussian optical pulse is:

Hdr = HIFE(z) exp

(
− t2

2∆t2

)
, (7)

where ∆t is pulse duration, and HIFE(z) is given by
Eq. (3). The first term in Eq. (5) describes the ki-
netic energy of the system while the second one U is the
potential energy which consists of the following compo-
nents: U(θ, ϕ) = Ua + Um, where Ua describes the en-
ergy of crystallographic anisotropy, Um is the Zeeman en-
ergy of magnetization interaction with the effective mag-
netic field. This approach was used for the description
of the spatially-homogeneous spin dynamics, however it
can also be extended for the considered system where Us
slowly varies in space at the scales of several microme-
ters. The resulting Euler-Lagrange equations along with
the subsequent linearization lead to the following simul-
taneous equations that describe dynamics of the antifer-
romagnetism vector:{

θ̈1 + 2
τ θ̇1 + ω2

2θ1 = 0,

ϕ̈1 + 2
τ ϕ̇1 + ω2

1ϕ1 = γḢdr,
(8)

where θ1 and ϕ1 are the small deviations of
angular variables θ and ϕ, 2/τ = ζM0γ/χ⊥,

ω1 = γ (Hd (Hd −Hext) + 2Kb/χ⊥)
1
2 and ω2 =

γ
(
Hd (Hext − 2Hd) +H2

ext − 2Kac/χ⊥
) 1

2 are frequencies
of the quasi-antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic modes
correspondingly, Hext = 3 kOe is the external mag-
netic field, Hd = 150 kOe is the effective magnetic
field of Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction, and Kac is the

anisotropy constant. Notice that spatial derivatives of θ1
and ϕ1 are neglected in Eq. (8) due to the slow variation
in space so that coordinate z appears in Eq. (8) only as
a parameter describing the driving field (Eq. (7)).

Let us focus on the quasi-antiferromagnetic mode. The
calculated frequency ω1 is about 0.52 THz which is in a
good agreement with a recently reported experimental
values [19, 23]. The solution for the second equation of
this system is:

ϕ1 = −HIFE(z)χ⊥γκ
√

2π

∆ω
exp

(
−ω

2
1 − 1/τ2

2∆ω2

)
×

× exp

(
− t
τ

)
sin (ω1t+ β), (9)

where ∆ω = 1013 rad/s is the laser pulse spectral width
which corresponds to the pulse duration ∆t = 100 fs and
κ =

√
1 + 1/(ω1τ)2,

β = arcsin

(
exp

(
− τ2

∆ω2

)
×

× sin
( ω1

τ∆ω2
+ arcsinκ−1

))
. (10)

The first equation in the system (8) gives θ1 = 0. Thus,
the antiferromagnetism vector L oscillates in ab crystal-
lographic plane (the inset on Fig. 1). The dynamic mag-
netization component is given by the expression: Md =
χ⊥[L× L̇]/γ. Using the form of antiferromagnetism vec-
tor given by Eq. (4) in accordance with the obtained so-
lutions (Eq. (9) and (10)) one can derive the components
of the dynamic magnetization Md = (0, 0,Md), where
Md is given by:

Md = HAχ⊥ exp

(
− t
τ

)
sin (ω1t+ ξ) , (11)

where

HA =
HIFE(z)ω1κ2

√
2π

∆ω
exp

(
−ω

2
1 − 1/τ2

2∆ω2

)
(12)

ξ = β − arcsinκ−1 (13)

Thus the amplitude and the initial phase of such quasi-
antiferromagnetic mode has a strong spatial dependence
so that such modes are labeled as inhomogeneous quasi-
antiferromagnetic (iq-AFM) modes hereafter. Full ad-
justability of the driving force HIFE spatial distribution
(Fig. 2a,b) allows one to excite iq-AFM modes with har-
monic distribution along c axis.

There is still much uncertainty how optical birefrin-
gence of the probe together with a complex mode spa-
tial profile act on the observed probe signal although
some studies describing certain special cases numerically
were carried out [31]. Here we aim to develop a gen-
eral analytical theory of the pump-probe technique in
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the presence of birefringence. It is especially important
for the spin modes characterized by vanishing integral∫ h
0
Md(z) dz = 0 (h is the crystal thickness) that can not

be detected in isotropic materials since the full Faraday
rotation of the probe polarization is zero in this case.

We consider the probe polarization aligned along the a
crystal axis. For the homogeneous magnetization of the
optically anisotropic crystal, the Faraday rotation has
an oscillatory behavior along the optical axis due to the
birefringence [36]:

Φ = − g

∆ε
sin (kpb∆nz), (14)

where kpb = 2π/λpb. For the amplitude of magnetiza-
tion time precession MA

d (z) oscillating along z axis the
gyration acquires an oscillating term as well: g(z) =
g0M

A
d (z)/M0 and the resulting Faraday rotation of the

probe caused by the oscillating magnetization is calcu-
lated by:

Φosc = −
∫ h

0

dΦ

dz
dz =

= −
∫ h

0

g0
∆ε

MA
d (z)

M0
kpb∆n cos (kpb∆nz)dz. (15)

It should be noted that while the oscillating part of
magnetization is induced via IFE in the present case, the
consideration below is valid for any mechanism of the
harmonic magnetization distribution.

According to Eqs. (3) and (11) MA
d (z) ∼

sin (kpm∆nz + ψpm) and the probe Faraday rota-
tion is determined by the correlation between phases
and frequencies of harmonic functions under the integral
in Eq. (15). Actually, Eq. (15) gives a clear picture of
how probe wavelength could be tuned to see the desired
iq-AFM mode and explains probing of the spin modes

with
∫ h
0
MA

d (z) dz = 0 that is impossible in an isotropic
medium regardless of the probe wavelength. Fig. 3a
shows that for every value of pump ellipticity it is pos-
sible to tune the wavelength of the probe pulse in order
to detect the spin oscillations caused by the nonuniform
iq-AFM mode. The value of relation MA

d /M0 ∼ 0.01 was
chosen in the present consideration as a typical value of
magnetization precession amplitude for YFeO3. Notice
that in the case of single color pump-probe experiment
(λpm = λpb = 1.2 µm) (black dashed line in Fig. 3a)
if the initial pump polarization is linear (ψpm = 0) the
amplitude of Faraday effect oscillations is zero due to
the presence of two harmonic functions of different sym-
metry in the integral of Eq. (15). The maximum values
of the probe Faraday effect oscillations take place near
the condition of coincidence of the effective magnetic
field spatial distribution HIFE with the derivative of
the probe pulse polarization conversion (cos (kpb∆nz)),
however, the optimal wavelength is slightly blue-shifted
(see Fig. 3a) due to the kpb multiplication under the
integral in Eq. 15.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. Amplitude (with respect to the sign) of the probe
polarization Φosc (a) and induced ellipticity Ψosc (b) temporal
oscillations in the dependence on the wavelength λpb of the
probe and the ellipticity angle ψpm of the pump pulses. The
wavelength of pump pulse (λpm = 1.2 µm) and the length of
the crystal (h = 68.6 µm) are chosen in such a way to provide
the excitation of the iq-AFM mode.

The expression for oscillating part of the magneti-
cally induced probe ellipticity can be derived similarly
to Eq. (15).

Finally, the Faraday rotation and ellipticity of the
probe can be combined by the following expression:

∆ε (Φosc + iΨosc)

g0kpb∆n
= −

∫ h

0

MA
d (z)

M0
exp (ikpb∆nz)dz.

(16)

Since MA
d (z) is defined only in the region of existence

of an anisotropic material, the integral in Eq. (16) could
be expanded to the infinite limits with MA

d = 0 for z < 0
and z > h. Therefore, the distribution of the induced
via IFE magnetization could be found after the Fourier-
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FIG. 4. The distribution of the magnetization precession am-
plitude induced by a pump pulse with a certain wavelength in
anisotropic material could be restored (d) using the measured
spectral dependencies of the amplitude of polarization plane
(a) and ellipticity (b) oscillations of a probe pulse. (c) The
real distribution of the magnetization precession amplitude in
the medium.

transorm of the left part in Eq. (16):

MA
d (z) = −M0

2π

∫ +∞

−∞

∆ε (Φosc + iΨosc)

g0kpb∆n
×

× exp (−ikpb∆nz)d(kpb∆n). (17)

The obtained expression is particularly useful for
studying an inhomogeneous magnetization. It allows one
to restore the distribution of the inhomogeneous magne-
tization, including the one induced by the incident pump
pulse via IFE HIFE(z), using the measured spectral de-

pendencies of the Faraday effect Φosc and ellipticity Ψosc

of the probe pulse. Fig. 4 shows the whole process. No-
tice that even if such measurements are performed in a
limited spectral range (Fig. 4(a-b)), the restored through
Eq. (17) effective magnetic field (Fig. 4(d)) is in a solid
agreement with the real one (Fig. 4(c)).

Let us now briefly summarize what unique possibilities
for the optical launching and probing of the spin dynam-
ics are provided by the birefringence. Optical birefrin-
gence leads to modification of the incident pump pulse
polarization inside the crystal which is responsible for
spatial distribution of the effective magnetic field induced
via the inverse Faraday effect that launches magnetiza-
tion oscillations. The spatial distribution of the IFE in-
side the crystal can be tuned by variation of the pump
wavelength and polarization.

Importantly, it is possible to investigate the tempo-
ral dynamics of such inhomogeneous modes, including

the modes characterized with
∫ L
0
MA

d (z) dz = 0 that can
not be seen in isotropic materials, in the conventional
pump-probe experiments. Optical birefringence affects
the magneto-optical Faraday rotation allowing to tune
the wavelength of the probe to achieve sensitivity to any
of the excited modes. A novel approach is presented
for reconstruction of the inhomogeneous magnetization
spatial distribution, which can be both static (for exam-
ple, in the case of domain structure [40, 41]) or dynamic
(induced by the pump pulse as in the considered sce-
nario). Even if the spectral region where the probe mea-
surements could be performed is limited, one can achieve
great agreement with the real magnetization distribution
in the investigated medium.

This work was financially supported by the Ministry of
Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation,
Megagrant project N 075-15-2019-1934.
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